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LBIG JG ” In informal comments dated September 6, 1994, on the Pond Water Management Interim
Jéfg’c',';‘\‘s LY Measures/intenm Remedial Actions document, the COPH& E made the following statement
ST RE
SSSTER AW DOE’s preference to intentionally route hazardous waste to the
~ ::)RéNiL% — STP coupled with the limited NPDES analytical suste, render its direct
“XENNA F G discharge inappropriate at this time (silver discharge on 7/8/94 s a good
INTROSE JK example)
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157 ﬁ-o s’,';,, We have attached a copy of this comment which we believe represents a serious allegation on the
SIG TL part of the State which needs to be quickly addressed We believe the suggestion that it is “DOE's
g :-\;8/‘}{:7'\2‘% = preference” to route hazardous waste to the Rocky Flats Sewage Treatment Plant (STP) is entirely
| ={ock G H ¥ untrue It must be made clear to the State that EG&G Rocky Flats, Inc (EG&G) never has
{ EYART DL - intentionally “routed hazardous waste” to the STP  All non-process non-domestic waste streams
b ﬁﬁ%?ﬁ discharged to the santtary collection system have been identified and included in a number of
i SORHEIS G M submittals to the Environmental Protection Agency also reviewed by the State None of these
LSON J M waste streams Is a hazardous waste Moreover, the July 8 incident cited in the State's comments
] *"‘ﬁ"‘ ‘f S A ;(( was an accidental release of approximately etght galions of photographic solution to a floor drain,
igeg L. 21— this was not intentional and the charactenzation of the solution as a *hazardous waste” Is still in
1 question EG&G stnctly controls discharges to the sanitary collection system sucn that no
hazardous wastes are “ntentionally routed” to the STP
. JARES CONTROL [XIX EG&G urges DOE, RFFO to insist that the State of Colorado remove this suggestion of improper
TELASCORO/080 conduct in therr final comment Unless corrected, comments such as these wiil remain in the public
JTS/T130G record of this project and could negatively influence future negotiations relating to surface water
management at this Site
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Colorado Departmeat of Public Health and Environment
Informal Comments
Draft Chepter 5, Pond Water IM/IRA

1) We have previously expressed our reluctance to consider flow-througn es a viable short-term altemative We
continue to feel that an uncontrolled/unaetected release gettng through the system preseats an unacceptable nsh,
no metter how small the probability of such a release  We feel the only resd short-term oplons ars those that
mantan and improve the batch 1solation system, mcludiag

umproving dam integnty to enable increased volume retention

decreasing discharge cycle requirerments by wncorporanng new analytical me.nods with quicker
turaarqund ames

Justifying and improving where possible, maxunum draw down rates

ncorooratmg Wwater consumphye and recveling measuras to reducs the amount of influeat and storea

waters wn the pood system, can be applizd to all sowces of watsr sntening the poad system

Several of these can be mmplemented 'mmediately end wnexoensively

DOE has much work ahcad before 2 Jow-through system can be "phased n" DOE’s prefereace to 1atentionallv
routs hazardous wastics to the STP, coupled with the lunsted NPDES agalvtical suite, reacer is duract discaarge
11zoproonate at this wme (silve- discharge on 7/3/94 1s a good example) Taere 1s no real time analyncai
moaticnng equipment for meamngful indicaor peramete=s, namely PWAm  As a result, any vanatior on the
Jow through scheme really 152't 2 short-tern opnion  Despt 2 this, four of the six alte-Tz 1ves presented 1o your
submittzl, whica ere clearly identuied as shoct tecm 1o gzmure, are flow-thraugh

DOE tas not bv agy meaas exhausteda ils options to mamtawy and unprove me oatch pracess  Flow-dirougn will
be coasigered only waen DOE 1s left with ao other choices

2) The matnx is 2 good tuought, a0d we suoport 2 methoda diar would allow an unbiasad evaluation of
elternanves If DOE chooses to use this matrix, we require 2 aeasled jusafcation of e raaking fzctors assigrea
to caca critena L ssems thougn, that the evaluzuon criena are weighted .a such a w2y 2s to favor the flow-
through alternaaves Quoly critenia | and 6 support batchung, with cntene 2, 3, 4, end 5 clearly supoorning fose-
&irough  Sumple aigebra shows whicn way this 1s headed We would argue that echizving the Segmeat ¢
standards assures protecaoa of functional ecologies (and thar Segment 4 stanaards should bave 2 much hugher
weightiag factor), and that critena 4 and 5 are «dentical. We reserve the night to reject 2n alternative cnosea on

the basts of an evaluation mechamism that 1s predispositionea

3) Any facility that manages RCRA hazardous waste will be required to meet the substantive requiremeats of
RCRA, wncluding (but aot lumtted to) secondary contarameac.

4) The costs assoctated with treamment and monttonng upgradss will far exceed implementation of measures
listed 1o comment number 1 We encourage DOE to pursue sumple, non-capital intensive alternatives

5) Who requwres a formal biofogtcal assessment of the selec.ed alternauve? What ecosystem 1s being protected?
Has DOE considered that the current batching configuration is more like the ambient condinoas 1a exssteace
before DOE was ever there (intermusteat flow)? It will be dufficuit to prove a continuous flow system 1s better

for funcuonal ecalogies whea such conditions have never accwred there

6) All offtspec waters, be they spills or storm water, should go to the takage as the first choice Coo-dination
with the Industrial Area IM/IRA will be necessacy on this powmnc.

Septemner 6, 1994



